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gentlelady from Hawaii, Congresswoman
MINK, which would strike the provision of this
bill prohibiting enforcement of title IX require-
ments with respect to gender equity in inter-
collegiate athletic programs.

Enforcement of title IX—with respect to ath-
letics—ensures that our sons and daughters
have an equal chance to take part in sports
while they are in school. It is that simple. This
enforcement takes into consideration the fact
that different sports have unique differences
that are justifiable—that some aspects of ath-
letics programs do not have to be the same
for men and women. The key is that the
needs of male and female athletes are being
met equally.

But the language in this bill would halt title
IX enforcement. The net effect would be that
intercollegiate athletic opportunities for female
students—hampered as they already are—
would be limited even more.

I know that today, nearly three decades
after my own college athletic experiences, all
of my daughters—each one of them a better
athlete than her father—have been denied the
access that I had to college sports. Women in
college today still do not have the access and
opportunity that men do. But title IX enforce-
ment ensures that young women like my
daughters would not be denied the same op-
portunity as their male counterparts to com-
pete in college athletics.

All of our children should have an equal op-
portunity to participate in intercollegiate sports.
I therefore urge my colleagues to support
Congresswoman MINK’s amendment, which
would ensure that we continue to work toward
guaranteeing that our sons and our daughters
have their athletic interests and abilities en-
couraged and supported.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup-
port of the Bateman Saxton Edwards amend-
ment to restore $22 million to the Impact Aid
Program. This program, which suffered a 15
percent cut in funding in fiscal year 1995 is
scheduled for another $83 million in cuts this
year. Together these figures translate to a
drastic 2-year reduction of 26 percent for Fed-
eral impact aid.

The reason why this reduction is particularly
drastic is quite simple. Impact aid is a program
that provides for the education of the children
of our military personnel and children on In-
dian reserves. Education programs run on fed-
erally owned property are, due to a lack of
funds caused by an inability to collect State or

local taxes, highly dependent on Federal fund-
ing. Without that assistance, the quality of
education available for these children is cer-
tain to deteriorate.

I ask you, Mr. Chairman, do you think it is
fair some children in our country should be of-
fered a lower standard of educational training
just because they happen to live on federal
land? It seems clear to me that as it is the
Federal Government who owns the land on
which these children live, the Federal Govern-
ment should be obligated, just as State and
local municipalities are, to provide adequate
educational services for children.

Mr. Chairman, what would you suggest I tell
the military children of the Earle Naval Weap-
ons Station in Tinton Falls and Fort Monmouth
in Eatontown when I go back to New Jersey
and they wonder why the resources for their
education have been reduced? Indeed, how
do I explain to their parents that their child’s
school day may have to be reduced because
the government, though able to pay them to
fight for their country, does not have enough
money to educate their children? These are
questions, Mr. Chairman, that they should not
have to ask and I should not have to answer.

While I support efforts to balance the Fed-
eral budget, I believe attempting to do so by
gutting valuable education programs like im-
pact aid is unequivocally a step in the wrong
direction. With the Department of Education
projecting that 89 percent of the jobs being
created in the United States will require post-
secondary training, it is clear that cutting edu-
cation programs jeopardize the well-being of
our children and, ultimately, the economic
growth of our Nation.

We must not allow the Federal Government
to shirk its responsibilities to itself, and to our
children. I urge my colleagues to act respon-
sibly and vote ‘‘yes’’ on this amendment.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, the commit-
tee’s draconian cuts to education programs
represent a fundamental shift in our Nation’s
priorities. Less than 1 year after the passage
of Goals 2000, President Clinton’s ambitious
plan to prepare our children for the 21st cen-
tury, the Republican majority stands poised to
initiate a massive rollback in funds for pro-
grams which benefit our most precious re-
source—our children. There can be no higher
priority than their education and training for
the future.

The more than $1 billion cut in title I, the
program which serves our poorest children,

the 59 percent cut to safe and drug-free
schools, and the 75 percent cut to bilingual
education, when combined with cuts at the
State and local levels, will have disastrous
consequences for our Nation’s already over-
burdened and understaffed school systems.

In New York City, these cuts will result in
nearly 42,000 fewer children receiving title I
services, 9,000 fewer students in bilingual
education programs, and the loss of nearly
3,000 teachers.

Other Members have spoken eloquently
about the cuts to education programs. I would
like to speak for a moment about the cuts to
bilingual education programs. I find these cuts
particularly troubling because the need for the
services those programs provide is ever-in-
creasing. The number of limited English pro-
ficient children is expected to increase to near-
ly 3.5 million by the year 2000. Studies have
shown that language-minority students take
several years to fully master academic Eng-
lish. Bilingual education allows these children
to keep up with their peers in math and
science courses, while simultaneously master-
ing the English language. These programs
have been proven effective at reducing drop-
out rates, which for Hispanic children are more
than 50 percent.

This bill eliminates funds for nearly 200 pro-
grams, including literacy training, student aid,
and graduate fellowships. We cannot hope to
remain competitive in the global marketplace if
we do not provide for the education and train-
ing of all of our citizens, not just those who
can pay their own way.

This shift in our priorities is unacceptable. I
do not believe that the way to solve our fiscal
problems is to shortchange our citizens and
mortgage our children’s future. I strongly urge
the defeat of this bill.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I
stand in strong support of Ms. Lowey’s
amendment. Medicaid funds must pay for
abortion in the case of rape or incest. Surely,
our society is not so mean and brutal that it
would force poor women to give birth against
their will—especially in the case of rape or in-
cest. Abortion is not a crime in this country.
The law is clear on this matter. But you would
not know this by the extremist, radical, right-
wing proposals being attached to appropria-
tions bills. Unfortunately, the radical religious
right has driven terror in the hearts of this
country over the issue of abortion.
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Poor women, like all women, have a right to

decide whether or not to terminate a preg-
nancy—certainly in the case of rape or inces.

Let’s not turn the clock backward. Support
the Lowey amendment.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Chairman, I want to thank
Mr. ISTOOK and Mr. MCINTOSH for the coopera-
tion and assistance they have given the Veter-
ans’ Affairs Committee on the portion of the
bill which would prohibit the use of Federal
grants for political advocacy.

Veterans service organizations have raised
concerns about this part of H.R. 2127.

They believe it could be interpreted to apply
to space and office facilities which the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs [VA] is authorized by
law in title 38 to furnish to veterans groups.

These groups use the VA space and office
facilities to provide individual veterans free
representation on their disability compensation
claims.

This is an important public service having
nothing to do with political advocacy or Fed-
eral grants.

I have worked closely with Mr. ISTOOK and
Mr. MCINTOSH to assure the veterans service
organizations that there is absolutely no intent
to include space and office facilities authorized
under title 38.

Mr. ISTOOK and Mr. MCINTOSH have further
assured the veterans service organizations
and me that they will either amend the bill or
work in conference for more specific language.

Then there will be no question whatsoever
that veterans can continue to receive free as-
sistance from veterans service organizations
on claims related to their military service.

The bill also has an express exclusion cov-
ering the Pro Bono Representation Program of
the Court of Veterans Appeals.

Ths program enables individual veterans to
obtain legal representation on their claims
which have been appealed to that court.

This program does involve a small amount
of Federal grant money, but is not funding po-
litical advocacy, and the bill exclusion was
drafted accordingly.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, this Mem-
ber rises today in support of the Federal Office
of Rural Health Policy. Unfortunately, H.R.
2127 eliminates funding for this office.

Rural areas have vastly different health care
needs than other parts of the country. The Of-
fice of Rural Health Policy provides many
forms of assistance to rural communities and
health care providers. For example, it directly
assists rural communities through the provi-
sion of telemedicine grants and rural outreach
grants. The telemedicine grants administered
by the Office of Rural Health Policy make it
possible for rural providers to initiate
telemedicine systems now rather than wait for
urban-based systems to eventually extend
such services later. It also administers the im-
portant rural health outreach grant program.
These grants are perhaps the most effective
of any rural health grants because they re-
quire organizations within rural areas to work
together to improve and strengthen the provi-
sion of health care.

The Office of Rural Health Policy also pro-
duces important annual reports through the
National Advisory Committee on Rural Health.
The most recent report focused on the impact
of Medicare reimbursement policies on rural
health providers.

Finally, the Office of Rural Health Policy
supports research centers that address rural
health policy problems. This research assists
rural providers and policy makers on a local,
State and Federal level in determining the
best course of action to take to ensure that
rural communities have adequate health care
available.

Mr. Chairman, the Office of Rural Health
Policy is not an unnecessary bureaucracy, but
an important organization that works to im-
prove available health care in rural areas. This
Member urges his colleagues to support the
continuation of this office in conference.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under

consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, as a
member of the Budget Committeee that pro-
duced the first balanced budget in 25 years, I
rise in strong support of the Labor/HHS appro-
priations bill. This bill provides Federal support
for such important activities as biomedical re-
search, Head Start, and special and higher
education.

In other areas, this appropriations bill re-
turns power, money, and control where it be-
longs: to our families for decisions around the
kitchen table, to our neighborhoods, and to
our State and local governments. Rather than
education Presidents, this bill creates edu-
cation classrooms and empowers education
parents across America.

Some of the same people who opposed our
balanced budget and have opposed every at-
tempt to control the Federal deficit have
resoted to demagoguery to attack this appro-
priations bill. With no positive plan of their
own, they try to scare students and the par-
ents of students about education spending.

Don’t believe these purveyors of doubt,
doom, and deficits. The question is not wheth-
er or how much we’ll spend on education. The
difference between our balanced budget that
this appropriations bill is an essential part of,
and the Clinton bogus budget, is who will do
the spending.

The Clinton bogus budget assumes that
Government knows what’s best for your chil-
dren. It provides for a big bureaucratic Depart-
ment of Education and tells parents what your
children should learn.

The American people know better. And this
Congress was elected to be different. Support
our education parents. Return power to our
families and local communities. Vote in favor
of the Labor/HHS appropriations bill, an es-
sential building block of our balanced budget.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Ms. FURSE. Mr. Chairman it is cruel and
callous to restrict Medicaid funding of abor-
tions for rape and incest victims. When the
Medicaid statute was written, Congress made
clear its intention that it should cover all medi-
cally necessary services. I can hardly imagine
a service more necessary than an abortion for
a rape or incest survivor.

Rape is a crime—punished the victims of
the crime.
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